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FOREWORD 


by 


THE LORD BISHOP OF ST. ALBANS 
Chairman of the Church of England Moral Welfare Council 


THIS Interim Report is the work of a small group of Anglican 
clergy and doctors, with legal advice, and they alone are responsible 
for the views here expressed. 


The subject is important and public attention has been directed 
to it, and the Executive Committee has therefore decided to make 
the report available to all who are concerned with the problem of 
homosexuality in the hope that comments from them will be forth- 
coming. The whole report needs careful reading if its arguments 
are to be understood, set out as they are in condensed form. The 
report is not for publication. 


Comments—which will be considered in connection with the 
compilation of a fuller report—should be sent to: 


Canon H. C. Warner, 

The Church of England Moral Welfare Council, 
Room 252, Church House, 

Westminster, S.W. 1. 


MICHAEL ST. ALBANS. 


INTRODUCTION 


THE subject of homosexuality is one that must be examined as a 
whole. It has legal, medical, psychological, theological and socio- 
logical references, and exclusive attention to one aspect, e.g. the 
legal, must result in unsound policies which in the end aggravate 
the problem they seek to relieve. At a time when the attention of 
the public is directed to the subject primarily in terms of criminal 
acts there is a danger that a one-sided and unbalanced campaign 
for increased punitive measures will merely add to the risk of black- 
mail, drive activities still further underground, and in the minds of 
the genuine invert engender such a sense of injustice that he jettison 

moral standards altogether. : 


On the other hand, there is the opposite danger that this concern 
to understand the problems of the invert may obscure the over- 
riding duty of the State to protect young people from the attacks of 
the practising homosexual. The duty of the law in this respect is 
clearly paramount. 


A group of Anglicans has for over a year been at work studying 
the legal, theological and moral principles of inversion. In view of 
the concern of the public with the subject which arose after certain 
well-known people had been prosecuted for homosexual offences, 
and of the possibility that some official enquiry into the whole 
matter might be set on foot, it appeared to members of this group 
that some short interim report would be timely, dealing specifically 
with males. 


In our final report we hope to develop our discussion in terms of 
both the male and the female under the following heads :— 
A. Predisposing and precipitating causes of inversion. 


B. The implications of psychological and other scientific knowledge 
about inversion in assessing moral guilt and in imposing punishment. 

C. The validity of the right now given to the State in Britain and a 
few other countries to take cognizance of certain immoral private acts 
between adults, i.e. those committed by males with males. 

D. The effect of this right on blackmail and suicide. 


E. The place that the priest, the pastor, the teacher and the general 
public have in helping the invert. 


F. The responsibility of parents and teachers for the emotional, moral 
and spiritual development of children in this respect, and the best methods 
of bringing this responsibility home to them. 


Attitudes to homosexual practices to be found in the Bible and 
Christian history will be the subject of a separate publication. 


The further important matters of the adequacy and availability 
of treatment generally, and particularly in prisons, and the effects 
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of prison régime upon homosexuals are beyond the competence of 
an unofficial body. For this and for other reasons, which will 
appear later, we urge the importance of an official enquiry and hope 
that one may be put in hand without delay. 


There is ample evidence from the personal histories of those with 
whom we have been in touch, that homosexuality is a problem, and 
often a tragedy, to those afflicted with it. As a social problem it is 
not as a rule so far-reaching and devastating in its third-party 
consequences as ordinary pre-marital or extra-marital sexual 
relations. 


In its social aspects, it has been much aggravated by sensational 
and prejudiced articles and reports in certain sections of the press. 
Unless informed opinion can make itself heard there appears to be 
a real danger of public opinion being inflamed to the point of 
demanding persecution in addition to prosecution. 


I 


VARIATIONS IN THE HOMOSEXUAL 
PATTERN 


Since discussion of homosexuality is often confused by the use 
of vague or inaccurate language, we think it will be well first to 
define our terms. We are aware that there is a variety of technical 
usage among experts, and that others may prefer a different termi- 
nology, but we hope that the expressions used in this report will 
make for clarity of discussion. 


It is most important to understand that homosexuality is not in 
any sense a kind of conduct. It is a term used to denote a condition 
in male or female characterized by direction of the sexual and 
emotional impulses towards others of the same (Gk. homos) sex. 
Such a condition is certainly due to psychological causes arising in 
adolescence and sometimes in early childhood (see page 11), and 
may in some cases perhaps also be innate. In either case, it is 
usually unalterable, either because a “‘ cure”’ is impossible in the 
nature of the case, or because the subject is psychologically in- 
hibited from according that degree of co-operation with a psy- 
chiatrist which is necessary for successful treatment. Compulsive 
urges to carry the condition into overt acts may, however, be 
relieved by psychological or other medical treatment. The con- 
dition is itself morally neutral, but it may (though it does not always) 
find expression in various homosexual acts upon which a moral 
judgment must be passed. 


We shall refer to the person so conditioned as the invert; he is to 
be distinguished carefully from 


(a) the so-called bisexual (or ambivalent) in whom there appears 
to be a sexual propensity indiscriminately directed towards the 
same and the opposite sex. Such a person may marry and have 
children, or may remain unmarried; but in either case there 
will be a capacity for homosexual as well as heterosexual 
physical expression. In those who seek such expression, 
homosexual and heterosexual experiences may occur as and 
when opportunity allows, following no obvious pattern; or 
homosexual and heterosexual phases of some duration may 
alternate. (We recognize the difference of opinion among 
experts as to the nature, the cause, and even the existence of the 
true bisexual, but the type we have described is sufficiently well 
attested by experience and case history to warrant distinction 
from the genuine invert, and from the pervert). 


(b) The pervert is not a homosexual, but a heterosexual who 
engages in homosexual practices. Perverts may be of two kinds: 
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(i) the casual (to be distinguished from the bisexual): i.e. the 
person who, from motives of curiosity, or in exceptional 
_circumstances—life in the services, or in prison, or in a 
situation of peculiar temptation or emotion—may engage 
in one or more homosexual acts, but who easily and rapidly 
assumes again a heterosexual orientation when conditions 
are normal, and thereafter continues to live a normal 
heterosexual life. 


(il) the habitual: i.e. the person who may engage regularly in 
homosexual practices, either as a “ tout ” or prostitute for 
money, or for the purpose of blackmail, or in search of new 
sensual satisfactions, or simply because “to do evil for 
evil’s sake”’ has a fascination of its own. The habitual 
pervert is found more frequently among men than among 
women. 


We shall refer to sexual acts between persons of the same sex as 
homosexual acts or practices, distinguishing, if necessary, between 
acts of inversion and acts of perversion. 


Variations in the pattern of male inversion: 


It is a mistake to assume that inverts conform to one or two 
types, for the pattern of male inversion is one of considerable 
complexity. 

The male invert is not by definition a misogynist, and many 
inverts are not necessarily always averse to the society of women, 
though they will naturally avoid close or specific attachments which 
might lead to embarrassing situations. Many women do not under- 
stand this, and spurn a friendship offered for its own sake, when they 
perceive that no matrimonial prospects are implied; they fail to 
realize that such friendship may itself materially contribute to the 
invert’s social adjustment. 


Other inverts, however, display a natural diffidence in mixing 
with women, though for psychological reasons they may show less 
disinclination for older women than for those of their own age. 


All inverts have a definite and sometimes an exclusive preference 
for male companionship; there may be no other specific factor 
present, but on the other hand the following features may be found: 


(a) There may be an active desire to be of social service to boys in 
youth groups and the invert may find it difficult not to have 
special favourites among them. 


(5) In mixing with boys he may be conscious of urges to touch or 
fondle them, but on moral, religious or other grounds, he 
refrains from such acts. 


(c) He may give in to such desires so far as to engage in manual 
stimulation. 


(d) He may seek further expression of his desires in coitus of 
several varieties with men and boys. 


In assessing moral guilt or criminal responsibility it is important 
to recognize the variety and complexity of the pattern, and especially 
the diversity of types to be found among inverts. 


Where inversion is the settled condition of a person (innate or 
acquired) it will be important to make a very clear distinction 
between this condition (which is morally neutral) and the invert’s 
homosexual practices which are within the range of choice and to 
which moral categories therefore apply. Perversion raises quite 
different moral issues, and bisexuality hardly less so, but neither 
falls within the scope of the present discussion. 
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PREDISPOSING AND PRECIPITATING 
CAUSES OF INVERSION 


Inversion appears to be basically a psychological condition. 
Physically, the invert is in the great majority of cases normal, and 
attempts to identify an organic or physical cause such as endocrine 
deficiency or imbalance have so far met with little success. The 
possibility of a congenital origin cannot be ruled out in some cases. 
There are homosexuals whose inversion is so inherent, or acquired 
so early in life, that their condition is irreversible. It appears that 
the true invert is a victim of a deviation from the normal heterosexual 
pattern and is, so far, neither more nor less pathological than the 
man who suffers from some other deviation not connected with his 
sexual nature. 


The deep and distinctive personal relationship between man and 
woman, which we term “ sexual love ’’, is impossible for the invert. 
He feels a comparable and equally compelling attraction towards 
another man, and it is important to understand that his regard may 
be as sincere and genuine, and the relationship which may develop 
can be as honourable, as in the case of the heterosexual. The idea 
of any physical relationship with a woman is as abhorrent to him 
as homosexual practices are repulsive to the heterosexual man. 


Both the heterosexual and the homosexual are from time to time 
confronted with strong inclinations to give expression to their 
respective natures in sexual acts. The homosexual is not unique in 
this respect. Ordinary moral principles apply equally to both 
types: each is under the obligation “ to do all to the glory of God ”. 
The invert has no right to ask for a wider moral latitude than has 
his heterosexual brother. The special aspect of his problem, which 
arises because for him the normal outlet in marriage is denied, is 
dealt with later (see page 14). 


The homosexual is normally no more disposed to commit sex 
offences against children than is the heterosexual. He may, however, 
associate with boys under conditions of secrecy through the fear of 
blackmail if he were to seek the companionship of adults. The 
seduction of boys may indicate moral degeneracy as much as, but 
no more than, the seduction of girls by the heterosexual. 


It should further be recognized that homosexual love is not 
always at a genital level. The homosexual is as capable of a virtuous 
love as clean, as decent, and as beautiful as one who is normally 
sexed, though it is, as we shall show, a love essentially different in 
certain respects from that of man and woman for one another. 


Both the attitude of society and the administration of the law as 
they are to-day impose a burden of guilt upon a not inconsiderable 
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minority of people in the main inoffensive, often talented and 
socially useful—a burden which presses heavily although there is no 
question of immoral homosexual behaviour. It should be a matter 
of grave concern that suicides are known to have been committed by 
homosexuals for reasons directly arising out of society’s attitude to 
their homosexual condition, and unconnected with blackmail. 


Homosexuality is a tendency which is present in every individual 
particularly during adolescence. This inclination to fix attention on 
a person of the same sex is the root of friendship and of many forms 
of team games. Conscious sexual desire in such relationship is 
normally wholly absent. There is merely a healthy and normal 
affection and loyalty for the other person. 


When this homosexual phase passes into the more specific con- 
dition of definite inversion, or an existing latent inverted condition 
becomes apparent, we often find a history of broken or unsatisfactory 
parental relationship. The otherwise normal boy may have moulded 
his personality too much upon his mother to the detriment of his 
relationship with his father. The father may have been away from 
home (note here the responsibility which war must carry) or he may 
have been a drunkard, or so cruel to his wife that the son has identified 
himself with his mother in her defence. 


The fault, again, may have been on the mother’s side. She may 
have been “ clinging ’’, over-concerned with her son’s welfare. Or 
she may have been dominating or possessive, forcing or holding her 
son away from natural father-son relationship. A proud or adoring 
mother, lavishing all her affection upon an only son may prevent him 
achieving emotional maturity. Desperately wanting a daughter a 
mother may make up her mind that the child she is to bear will be 
a girl, and finding her hopes unrealized she may treat her son as 
a daughter. If she lets him know of her disappointment she may 
engender a sense of guilt for which he tries to compensate by over- 
affection for her. 


Or the cause may lie exclusively at the door neither of the father 
nor of the mother. The parents may have been divorced, sharing 
access to their son. To gain power, and possibly from motives of 
revenge, a mother may have attempted to undermine her son’s 
affection and respect for his father by exploiting her emotional 
needs, or in the proceedings that led to a divorce the father may have 
gravely shocked his son, who comes to blame him for the loss of 
home security. 


In all such cases the resultant inversion may be the result of 
psychological fixation. Such fixation, as we have said, will exempt 
an invert from responsibility for his homosexual condition but cannot 
absolve him from responsibility for immoral homosexual practices. The 
distinction is a vital one, and that it is often forgotten is proved both 
by the fact that to call a:person a homosexual is, in popular language, 
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tantamount to calling him immoral, and by the common use of 
such a phase as “ the evil of homosexuality ” instead of “‘ the evil 
of homosexual acts ”’. 


PRECIPITATING FACTORS 


(i) A precipitating factor leading to discovery of one’s inverted 
condition may arise through wider social contacts outside the home. 
The young man, conscious of his preference for companions of his 
own sex, expects that he will eventually form girl friendships as easily 
as his other friends have done. When the opportunity comes for 
associating more closely with women—in college, in sport or in 
business—he then discovers an inability to enter into normal rela- 
tions with them. The precipitatory factor here is the actual oppor- 
tunity which comes his way of mixing with women. 


(ii) This self-discovery of his inverted nature may come through 
School experiences. He may be involved in mutual masturbation 
with other boys. If the boy is sexually normal, he is extremely 
unlikely to be diverted into a homosexual pattern by such experiences, 
and quickly outgrows them. If there is, however, already a latent 
tendency to inversion, experiences of this kind can precipitate a 
homosexual condition which, in other circumstances, might have 
remained latent. 


Although female inversion is not the concern of the present study, 
it should be recognized that where a girl is involved in emotional 
relationships with a woman teacher, a precipitating factor may 
occur if the situation is handled unwisely by the older woman. A 
girl may offer a genuine and simple love to a teacher who takes 
advantage of it in order to supply an emotional need so far un- 
satisfied by adult love (as indeed sometimes happens between a 
schoolmaster and a boy pupil). 


A frustrated and unsatisfied teacher who loves young people may 
find it difficult not to grasp at this gift from an adolescent. So an 
experience, which on the child’s side is normally soon outgrown, 
becomes an emotional fixation from which there is no later develop- 
ment into a normal heterosexual pattern. 


(iii) An adult homosexual who seeks physical sexual intimacy 
with a boy who has a latent condition of inversion may precipitate 
the boy’s condition. A hitherto apparently normal boy slips over 
into self-conscious homosexuality, with all the moral danger of 
homosexual practices. There appears to be little evidence that 
precocious stimulation or seduction are at most more than con- 
tributory causes of inversion. 
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THE MORAL AND RELIGIOUS 
ASPECTS 


We have already seen that a distinction of prime importance must 
be made between inversion—an inherent condition—and homo- 
sexual acts. An invert is not directly responsible for the psycho- 
logical condition he finds himself to have, if (as usually is the case) his 
condition is either innate or acquired in childhood. We cannot in such 


cases blame a man, much less punish him, for his inversion: but we 


may expect him by the grace of God to resist the temptations to which 
his condition gives rise, and to come to terms with his “ condition”’. 


Where such a person expresses his condition in overt acts of a 
sexual nature, thus deflecting the activity of the sexual organ from its 
proper end (finitum proprium), we rightly hold him responsible as 
we would hold a heterosexual man responsible for immoral sexual 
acts with girls and women. In neither case does the fact that he is 
of a certain nature (homo- or hetero-sexual) excuse the immoral 
expression of his sexual urges. 


The argument, on the invert’s part, is often put in these terms:—_ 


‘“‘ Homosexual physical expression is as natural to the invert as 
heterosexual expression to the normal person; in both cases it is 
a means of expressing love.” 


But we have to ask, What is this “‘ love’? Heterosexual love (in 
the only sense in which it is worth discussing) is related to the 
establishment and upbuilding of a unique and permanent common 
life—it is not merely a personal attraction and relation, but carries 
with it choice and acceptance in a specific context—marriage. This 
is not to deny the reality or elevated character which homosexual 
love often has. Heterosexual love, however, is sui generis, for it is 
connected with God’s purpose in creating Man as a male-female 
duality. 

The Creation of Man means also the establishment of an ordinance 
towards which sexual activity is directed and in which alone it can 
legitimately be exercised—union in “ one flesh’. There can be no 
union in “ one flesh’? homosexually—that involves a contradiction 
in terms—the invert is not simply a female with a male appearance, 
he is a man with many male characteristics, but not that of hetero- 
sexual desire. Dr. Kinsey reports, for instance, that the male invert 
responds to precisely the same psychological sexual stimuli as does 
the normal male—his reactions are those characteristic of the man, 
not of the woman. 

Further, homosexual physical expression has and can have no 
relation to procreation and the family—whereas, between man and 
woman, it always has, at least implicitly, this relation. 
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It is important to notice that some types of caress which are 
morally legitimate for heterosexuals within Marriage are immoral 
for homosexuals. They may be morally acceptable in heterosexual 
relations if they are preliminaries to heterosexual coita] acts, or are 
means of perfecting for both man and woman their relational and 
emotional experience within the context of sexual intercourse, granted 
there is mutual consent. But between husbands and Wives, once 
such non-coital acts become normal substitutes for coitus (where 
coitus is possible) an unnatural and wrong use of the bodily organs 
is as much involved as are similar acts of the homosexual. | 


Unlike the heterosexual, the true homosexual has no solution 
along the line of marriage, and, if he marries, his wife is usually 
deprived of experiences to which she has a right to look forward. It 
is rare for his sexual association with one male partner to persist longer 
than three or four years. Even if such associations, accompanied 
by homosexual acts, were to be considered moral (and we have 
seen that they can never be so), there is none of the reinforcement of 
encouragement and permanent association which a common con- 
cern for the bringing-up of a family of children provides. 


It may seem that the invert can expect nothing but a prospect of 
transitory attachments, disillusionment, and loneliness in old age. 
But this is also the expectation of many normal women who long for 
marriage and emotional security yet who accept their condition, and by 
seeking to sublimate their sexual lives in various socially useful ways 
achieve personal fulfilment. Along the same lines lies a partial solution, 
at least, for the homosexual. 


The problem of the invert in this respect would be no more 
satisfactorily solved by social recognition of “ homosexual marriage ” 
than could the unmarried woman’s problem be met by sanctioning 
extra-marital concubinage. The long-term effects of such policies 
would be disastrous for society by undermining the concept of 
moral law upon which all other social activities of inverts and 
heterosexuals are securely and happily based. 


Our sympathy is called for in both types of case, and this sympathy 
might well become the spur to an attempt by responsible people 
and bodies to bring the law into closer conformity with the facts, 
and to prevent the condition of inversion arising by persuading 
parents and teachers and all responsible for education to provide for 
the emotional needs of children under their care. 


We propose later to suggest ways in which the Church and 
Society can help the invert, particularly where no homosexual acts 
are involved. For the present we would point out that the homo- 
sexual, because of his abnormality, is often more aware than the 
heterosexual of the necessity for real friends, and this awareness 
becomes more acute as he grows older. He is generally very 
appreciative of the opportunity to relax and be himself in the home 
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of a friend, without the tension which a mixed company would 
impose. There need be no sexual motives involved in such genuine 
friendship, for sexual interest is generally kept alive when there are 
no other interests to take its place. For an invert who lives in one 
room, visits to bars filled with other homosexuals becomes a fairly 
regular habit: he has few other places where he may go. An evening 
spent with trusted friends among whom the sexual aspect is never 
raised may be one of the most practical ways in which he can be 
helped to accept his condition resolutely. 


For the dilemma with which the invert is faced is a real one and 
deserves our sympathetic understanding. He is confronted with the 
“ tragic ” alternative of doing his duty (the will of God) and suffering 
a sense of sexual deprivation in the doing of it, or of following his 
sexual inclinations at the expense of his conscience. These sexual 
temptations are made all the harder for the invert because of the 
segregation of the sexes (dormitories and lavatories, etc.) necessary 
in a predominantly heterosexual society. These occasions of moral 
temptation are for the homosexual as great as they would be for the 
heterosexual if such customary segregation of the sexes were 
abolished. | 


The moral difficulties which face the invert are sometimes described 
by him as unnatural demands which limit his freedom of action. 
But some kind of limitation upon freedom to act as one desires is 
a necessary tension within all successful living (not least for those who 
are married). Whether mere circumscription of freedom results in 
“ frustration” depends upon what kind of attitude is adopted to the 
_ restricting factors. Frustration arises from the inability to accept 
vocationally the inevitable. But once there is frank acceptance of 
his condition, with its unavoidable limitations upon free expression 
of sexual desires, the invert is on the way to some kind of solution 
to his problem. 


Precisely for those who find themselves involved in such moral 
perplexities is the Grace of God available. It is a matter of Christian 
experience that faithful acceptance of a difficult way of life in 
response to a moral demand always finds reinforcement in a powerful 
movement from God towards man. To this fact the life of many 
a homosexual testifies to-day, who has found that his condition has 
become a mainspring of socially acceptable service to the com- 
munity, e.g. in art, literature, drama, music, teaching, welfare ser- 
vices, the ministry, etc. 


Homosexual acts are sins against God, whether or not they are 
also crimes against the State. The sin of the practising homosexual 
is commonly called ‘‘ sodomy ”. This term has acquired unpleasant 
associations because it generally has reference to one particular kind 
of male homosexual act. We wish, therefore, to make it clear that, 
in the absence of a more suitable term, we have used it to denote 


15 


any kind of male homosexual coitus or physical activity; we do not 
impute to all practising homosexuals the commission of an act 
which many of them would shun. 


“ Sodomy ” shares with the sins of fornication and adultery the 
characteristic that it is an immoral use of the sexual organs. Unlike 
the two latter sins, however, ‘‘sodomy”’ has an added characteristic 
of great importance. Fornication and adultery are sins involved ina 
heterosexual relationship by the physiologically natural conjunction 
of the complementary organs of sex. ‘‘ Sodomy ” is the physio- 
logically unnatural use of non-complementary organs within a 
relationship which is not that of man and woman. In this respect 
the element of sin in “sodomy” may be even graver than in hetero- 
sexual fornication per se. This does not make “ sodomy ” neces- 
sarily a sin more deserving than other sins of the attention of the 
moralist, nor does it make it per se a crime of which the State must 
take cognizance, but it does challenge the honest self-criticism of the 
practising homosexual who is apt to think his acts do not matter. 


So far we have considered “ sodomy ”’ in terms of private acts 
which are with varying degrees of gravity sinful. ‘“‘ Sodomy ” may, 
however be the immediate occasion for another sin, technically 
known as the sin of “ scandal”. The modern meaning of this word 
as describing something akin to gossip is not present in its technical 
sense. Anyone who “ makes someone to stumble morally ” (Greek: 
scandalizein—to offend, put a stumbling block in front of another) is 
guilty of the sin of scandal. Christ had these words to say of this 
sin: “* Whosoever maketh one of these little ones (children) to 
stumble, it were better for him that a millstone were hanged about 
his neck and that he were drowned in the depth of the sea ” (Matt. 
18. 6). 


To involve young people—boys—in homosexual acts is scandal 
of particular gravity, but wherever two adults mutually engage in 
such wrong use of their sexual organs, even if both consent, the sin 
of scandal is present as it is in fornication and adultery. One’s own 
willingness to share in such activities is to provide an opportunity to 
express in action what would else remain for one’s partner simply 
a temptation to which there had been no surrender. 


When the State punishes the homosexual who seduces young 
people it does so not primarily because the sin of “‘ sodomy ” is 
involved, but because young people have a right to be protected from 
all sexual attack, whether homosexual or heterosexual. Indeed, it is 
pertinent to ask how far such protection is sufficiently given to the 
young girl who is assaulted by a female. 


Nothing is done to help the practising homosexual by white- 
washing or belittling the sins of ‘sodomy ” and scandal. To run 
away from facts is never in the long run to solve the problems to 
which they give rise, least of all if the facts are part of one’s own 
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constitution. If the sense of guilt is legitimately present, it can be 
dealt with in one of three ways. 


The first is so to rationalize the whole sinful situation that it 
appears to be justified under these particular circumstances. This 
self-deception permits one to go on repeating the sin until a habit is 
formed and the sin no longer worries the conscience. One is 
reminded of the incidence of such moral self-deception in the 
pre-Christian civilization of the Old Testament which called forth 
the prophet’s “ Woe unto them that call evil good ” (Isaiah 5. 20). 


It was probably with reference to this same capacity for moral 
self-deception that Christ spoke of the man who, sinning against the 
Holy Ghost, “hath never forgiveness ’’ (Mark 3. 29). When con- 
science and the faculty of self-criticism have been finally killed by 
long continued habit of rationalization or determined continuance 
in what was once known to be sin, then there can be no shame leading 
to repentance, and where there is no repentance there can be no 
divine forgiveness. The Hell to which a man thus brings himself 
is no arbitrary fiat of a vengeful God. It is the fact which gives to 
morality any ultimate meaning at all. 


A second way in which man can deal with sin is to continue in 
doing what he knows is wrong, living with a perpetually uneasy 
conscience. Because he is involved in profound conflict, something 
in the end has to give way. A neurosis may develop, and he may 
have a mental breakdown or even commit suicide. So close is the 
association of mind with body that an actual physical disease may 
develop, the origin of which is this spiritual conflict of conscience 
against will. 


There is a third way. The “‘ sodomite ” faces his sin and accepts 
it for what it is. He makes no self-excuse. He recognizes that 
however great the extent to which he has sinned against other males, 
he has fundamentally been in rebellion against God. The setting up 
of himself as superior to the laws of God he now recognizes as the 
sin of “ pride’; a sin which Christ suggested was more serious even 
than the “ sins of the flesh ”’. 


He feels his weakness. He desires cleansing. He would give 
much to be released from his past, a crushing burden which tempts 
him to see no future for himself. ‘‘ The chalice of love must be taken 
kneeling ” it has been said. When pride has been humbled, God can 
act in forgiving love. What for the “‘ sodomite ” (or indeed for the 
adulteror or fornicator) is felt as the bitterness of self-reproach, the 
pain of a guilty conscience and the tragedy of a life that is morally 
soiled, is taken up into the sufferings of Christ and is now borne by 
Him.* That is why the Crucifixion of Christ—the historical dis- 
closure of the involvement of God in the moral agonies of men— 


* Rom. 5. 8 (Knox translation): ‘‘ As if God meant to prove how well he 
loves us, it was while we were yet sinners that Christ died for us.” 
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is the ground of that free forgiveness which releases men, not from 
the natural consequences of their sin, but from the sin itself— 
guilt and all. 


So the “ sodomite ’’ may come to the point of self-illumination 
which drives him to confess his sin. It is such men who may well 
realize more clearly than others both the significance and the 
implications of the words: “ He is faithful and just to forgive us 
our sins and to cleanse us from all iniquity.” 


After this moral reinstatement and divine liberation from the sing 
of the past, the penitent starts a new life, but he has the old instincts 
still to contend with. These need never again be too much for him, 
however, if he avoids “ occasions of sin” (association with perverts), 
and accepts the offer of the grace of God within the community life of 
the Church. The Sacraments—especially of Holy Communion—are 
the divine provision for this emergency, and many an invert who has 
passed through such a religious revolution has in his own experience 
come gradually to enter into that of St. Paul; “ Nothing is beyond 
my powers, thanks to the strength God gives me.” * 


The priest is called to offer this “ ministry of reconciliation ” by 
virtue of his office in the Church. If there are psychological com- 
plexes or fixations which give added power to those instincts which 
the invert has to control, it is his duty to seek the help of a psy- 
chiatrist who is in sympathy with the Christian understanding of life. 
Priest and psychiatrist should work more often together in the 
treatment and relief of the troubled invert. 


As for the public, it can help by strengthening the moral founda- 
tion of society, supporting the law in defence of the young and of 
public decency, and so far as the homosexual is concerned, insisting 
on the principle of justice. To a discussion of this we now turn. 


* Phil. 4. 13 (Knox translation). 


Rr. 


4 
THE LAW AND THE MALE HOMOSEXUAL 


It is a duty of the State to protect young people from seduction or 
assault, to protect society from nuisances and to preserve public 
decency. This duty of the State is recognized in general on every 
side, by the decent homosexual no less than by the normal man and 
woman. Any proposal for a change in the law must be judged in 
terms of the likelihood there may be that such a change would 
endanger the welfare of young people,* for this is part of that 
justice which the law exists to serve whether homosexual or hetero- 
sexual attacks are concerned. 


The following considerations should be studied with this recogni- 
tion of the moral duty of the law-maker. At least in one respect we 
shall see (page 22 (c)) that there is reason to believe young people 
are actually put into moral danger by the law as it is to-day. 


__ Until 1828 the penalty (under an Act of 1533—25 Henry VIII c. 6) 
for the commission of homosexual acts by males was death. T hey 
were referred to as “‘ the abominable crime not to be mentioned 
among Christians’. The maximum punishment for certain homo- 
sexual offences to-day is imprisonment for life. By the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act of 1885, homosexual practices between adults, 
whenever or wherever they took place, became criminal offences to 
which the consent of the other party was under no circumstances to 
be a defence. In most European countries to-day the influence of 
the Code Napoléon has removed such acts between consenting 
adults from the cognizance of the law altogether. 


By the “ Offences Against the Person Act, 1861 ’’, indecent assault 
on a male is subject to a maximum penalty of 10 years’ imprison- 
ment. Indecent behaviour is liable to imprisonment or fine. 


LEGAL ANOMALIES 


There are the following apparent legal anomalies regarding homo- 
sexuality. 


The first is the different attitudes of the law to the two sexes. 
Unless Section 52 of the ‘“‘ Offences Against the Person Act, 1861 ” 
(penalizing assault upon a female without reference to the sex of 
the accused) be interpreted as such, there is nothing in English law 
which regards homosexual practices between women as criminal. 
We have not been able to trace any actions in this sense which are 
on record as having been taken under the 1861 Act. Theological 


“ See the end of this section for a note on the “ age of consent”. 
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and moral presuppositions, some of them based upon the imperfect 
medical knowledge of antiquity, may no doubt partly account for 
this differentiation between the sexes, but it can hardly be accepted 
as tenable to-day. 


There is, however, a very much more serious legal anomaly. In 
no other department of life does the State hold itself competent to 
interfere with the private* actions of consenting adults. A man and 
woman may commit the grave sin of fornication with legal impunity, 
but a corresponding act between man and man is liable to life 
imprisonment, and not infrequently is punished by very long 
sentences, five, ten or even more years. 


Such interference would only be warranted if there were proof 
that homosexual practices between males gravely affect society. 
Even if this were true, it could with justice be maintained that 
fornication and adultery threaten the well-being of society still more 
seriously than homosexual practices. With fornication there is the 
risk—and the common result—of the birth of illegitimate children 
who may be deprived of the security of a home and the love of a 
father and a mother. Adultery undermines the unit of society, the 
home and family. 


Yet no legal penalty is now imposed for either fornication or 
adultery as such. The latter is only a ground for civil damages or 
divorce at the instance of the person aggrieved. Formerly (by an 
Act of 1650) adultery was punishable—like homosexuality—with 
death. G. M. Trevelyan, in English Social History (p. 231) writes of 
the seventeenth century: ‘“‘ The clear modern distinction between 
offences punishable by the State on the one hand, and sins not 
cognizable by a court of law on the other, was not yet so rigid in 
men’s minds as it afterwards became. .. . The attempt to punish sin 
judicially lapsed after the Restoration and was never seriously 
renewed south of the Border.” 


In view of this, the only grounds upon which the prosecution of 
adult consenting homosexuals can be justified is not because what 
they do is morally wrong—a sin—but because the community is 
affected by such private acts. Can this be substantiated ? 


Sir William Norwood East, a former medical member of the 
Prison Commission argued (see “ Journal of Criminal Science,”’ 
1, 63) that the knowledge that the law did in fact punish such private 
acts had a deterrent effect and helped the invert to control his desire 
to engage in homosexual acts. Even if it could be proved that this 
was the effect of the law it would not justify its existence, for in no 
other instance does the law exist merely to help men to refrain from 
private immorality. 


Sir William’s argument might, however, be taken to imply that 
the law’s treatment of homosexual private acts as criminal deterred 


* i.e: not anti-social. Incest is biologically and domestically anti-social. 
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men from assaulting young people. If this were admitted, then there 
is an even stronger case for penalizing fornication and adultery, 
because of the damage to children that both so often cause. But in 
fact it is well known that the attitude of the law sometimes acts as an 
incentive rather than a deterrent to certain homosexuals, who get a 
psychological satisfaction from knowing the risks they run. 


Can we find evidence of social injury caused by private homo- 
sexual acts which would validate the action of the law? It has been 
suggested that homosexual practices make a man of less use to 
society by rendering him secretive, undependable and nervous. In 
reality, however, these defects of character are due, not to homo- 
sexual practices, but to the fears of punishment or of blackmail 
engendered by the law. It is arguable that if legal reform removed 
the occasion of these fears, such blemishes of character would not be 
associated specially with the homosexual. 


A third apparent anomaly in the law is seen in the different penalties 
attached to male and female importuning. A woman prostitute is 
liable to a maximum fine of £2: a male prostitute may be fined or im- 
prisoned for 2 years as a “‘ rogue and vagabond”’. This difference seems 
difficult to explain: It can hardly be that male importuning is taking 
place throughout the length and breadth of the country on a bigger 
scale than professional and amateur female prostitution; nor that 
male importuning constitutes a greater public nuisance than female 
prostitution. It may be alleged that male importuning more often 
involves the young person than does female prostitution, and that 
in order to protect boys and youths from seduction and from yield- 
ing to the temptation to “‘ tout” their services in order to get easy 
money, the law has to impose a penalty which acts as a real deterrent. 
It must be born in mind, however, that the selling of the “* services ”’ 
of the boy and the girl who are soliciting depends upon the desire 
of the “‘customer”’ to buy what they, especially, have to sell (see 
page 22 (c) ). 

We think that evidence concerning the comparative incidence, 
character, and effect upon the young of male importuning and female 
prostitution needs to be authoritatively gathered and examined, and 
correlated with historical, sociological, and moral factors—e.g. the 
tendency in a male-dominated culture such as that of the West to 
ignore or tolerate female prostitution. 


SUBSIDIARY CONSIDERATIONS 


If grounds of justice indicate that the law in this respect should 
be changed, humanitarian reasons also lend re-inforcement to such 
a step being taken. 


(a) We have evidence which points to the suicide of men who have 
been charged with committing homosexual acts with an adult. The 
sense of shame at public exposure appears to be a motive. This sense 
of shame by itself would, of course, be no reason for changing the 
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law; but if the law is unjust, then the longer it remains responsible 
for human tragedy, the more inexcusable does its retention become. 


(6) A further consideration of the same type is the opportunity 
for blackmail which. the present law affords. The young “ tout” or 
male prostitute offers himself for money, and being already a vicious 
person is able to threaten his companion with a report to the police 
that he has been seduced. A strong-minded man so threatened would 
himself go to the police, but a homosexual may be so conditioned 
to fear of the police (perhaps over a number of years) that the last 
thing he is ready to do is to draw the attention of the police upon 
himself. The special circumstances of the invert thus make him 
peculiarly susceptible to blackmail. If the law were revoked, this 
threat would be gone. 


(c) Wehave reason to believe that inexperienced boys are in some 
cases seduced by the older homosexual because the latter is afraid 
of becoming involved with a fellow-adult who might turn and black- 
mail him. The continuance of the present law may well be the 
indirect cause of harm to children who are sought out as less likely 
to think of blackmail and whose pledge of secrecy can be often 
bought or extorted under threats. If so, the law is endangering the 
young, not protecting them. 


(d) There is no doubt that as long as the present law exists many 
a normal man who would like to offer an invert the ordinary friend- 
ship he craves for dare not take the risk. Amongst inverts there is 
often a camaraderie of a remarkable kind, and the association of 
one of their number with a new friend may not only lead to personal 
jealousy where a particular fellow-invert is concerned, but this 
jealousy may drive the latter to threaten with “‘ exposure ”’ the normal 
man who has befriended the homosexual. So the law which penalizes 
private homosexual acts between adults unwittingly removes the one 
most likely source of liberation. 


(e) If in any department of life persons feel that they are being 
treated unjustly and there is no redress, moral deterioration sets in. 
** [ may as well be hung for a sheep as for a lamb ” is a popular way 
of expressing this fact. So with the homosexual. If he should feel 
it is radically unjust that he should be picked out by society for a 
legal punishment which is meted out to no one else, he easily per- 
suades himself that such social injustice towards him exonerates 
him on his side from any obligation to observe canons of justice and 
morality. It is sometimes the types who have this grievance who 
refuse to examine their own homosexual acts in moral terms at all, 
and who take the path of uncritical self-indulgence. So injustice in 
one department breeds immorality in another. 


(f) The whole subject of Inversion lacks proper scientific examina- 
tion, and a difficulty in the way of such examination has been in the 
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past at least the unwillingness of the homosexual to offer first-hand 
evidence of his own condition. Too often scientific research has to 
depend on material deriving from pathological examples which come 
to a psychiatrist in a clinic or prison for treatment when they have 
encountered trouble with the police, or when in other ways grave 
factors have already supervened. There is no doubt that once the 
law were revised as suggested, this fear of self-exposure to examina- 
tion would largely disappear, and the path would be opened for 
better diagnosis and more effective treatment. 


(g) It is against the British conception of sociological principle 
to use the law in such a way as to create an aggrieved and self- 
conscious minority which becomes the centre for dissatisfaction and 
ferment. That the present state of the law has done this there is no 
doubt. If on other grounds it is found that the law is in fact going 
beyond its province, then the speedy repeal of the law is necessary 
before the sense of persecution takes more serious forms. 


(h) It has been alleged (see New Statesmen and Nation, October 
31st, 1953) that police are scmetimes used as agents provocateurs in 
order to trap homosexuals into disclosing their nature. Since the 
police in such cases will be obviously adults, such action offers no 
direct protection to young people. The main purpose of such 
agents is to entrap homosexuals who may engage in private homo- 
sexual acts with fellow consenting adults. If in fact it is found that 
the law here lacks justification, its repeal would put an end to an 
unsavoury type of police action, and no longer would there be the 
risk that an innocent smile or “ passing of the time of day’”’ of a 
normal man to another would be misinterpreted as an invitation to 
homosexual practices. An end would also be put to a danger of 
police corruption. 


AGE OF CONSENT 


The question of what is meant by an “ adult ” is important when 
dealing with homosexual practices. As far as heterosexual inter- 
course is concerned, the “‘ age of consent ”’ to-day is 16 for both boy 
and girl. Homosexual intercourse, however, involves a different 
principle, as it is an unnatural activity of the sexual organs, and as 
we have seen it may also precipitate a life-long condition of inversion 
from which there may be no recovery. 


There is, therefore, no valid reason why the same age of con- 
sent which is regarded as suitable for both sexes in cases of hetero- 
sexual relationships should be held to apply to homosexual coitus. 
If changes are to be made in the present law governing homo- 
sexuality consideration should be given to defining the ‘‘ age of 
consent’ for males as 21, thus protecting the young National 
Service man who is compelled to live for two years in a predominantly 
male community and faces rather special risks of mixing with 
homosexuals. 
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Conclusion 


We have largely been content in this report to set out the main 
facts which arise to-day in a study of homosexuality; and it is our 
hope that such facts may be regarded as of sufficient importance to 
deserve a full official enquiry. 
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STATISTICS 


ENGLAND AND WALES 
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OFFENCES KNOWN TO THE POLICE 


Table A 
1938 1952 
Unnatural offences 5: aC vik lee ites hs 138 670 
Attempts to commit unnatural offences, indecent assault on 
male persons, and importuning on indictment... se S72: ‘307 
' : Gross indecency ... res on ys 3a eae es 320 = 1,686 
Table B 


UNNATURAL OFFENCES 


Offences against the Person Act 1861—Sec. 61. 
Maximum Penalty—Life Imprisonment 
Persons found guilty at Higher Courts (i.e. all persons over 17) 


3 Imprisonment or corrective 
3 training + 5 
oi 2 
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i 1938 67 58 3 5 6 6 9 7 6 7 1 a 36 8 
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1940 44 42 3 5 1 31 ps 
1941 52 44 5 4 2 details njot 32 1 
1942 107 99 10 11 7 av|ailablie 69 2 
1943 88 85 4 3 4 71 3 
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1945 94 84 6 3 5 66 4 
1946 90 84 2 4 1 4 10 13 j1 14 11 8 71 1 
1947 98 91 * 7 2 11 10 17 13 14 3 F 70 5 
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1950 231 223 11 52 | b) 3 16 36} 23 37 12 7 | 134 21 
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* or the pre-1948 equivalent. 


} If two or more sentences of imprisonment were awarded to run consecutively, they are shown 
| added together in this table. 
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Table C 


ATTEMPTS TO COMMIT UNNATURAL OFFENCES 


Offences against the Person Act 1861—Sec. 62 
Maximum Penalty—10 years 
Persons found guilty at Higher Courts (i.e. all persons over 17) 
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* or the pre-1948 equivalent. 


| ; mt se or more sentences were awarded to run consecutively, they are shown added together 
| in this table. 


26 


Det een 


Criminal Law Amendment Act 1885—Sec. 11 
Maximum Penalty—2 years 
Persons found guilty at Higher Courts (i.e. all persons aged over 17 except 


those found guilty of indecent assaults on male persons aged under 16 and 


| Tale D 
INDECENCY WITH MALES 
dealt with summarily) 
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: * or the pre-1948 equivalent. 


+ If two or more sentences of imprisonment were awarded to run consecutively, they are shown added 
together in this table. 
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